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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This revised draft Environment al | mpact Repo
additional information related toair quality impactsof the proposed Southern California

Il nternational Gateway Pr g specditallyhéirBpadts®foffesiteo j ect 0
ambient air pollution This Revised Draft EIR consists tiis Executive Summary antbur

chapters(1) Introduction, which provides background information and sets forth the scope of the
Revised Draft EIR (2) Project Descriptionwhich summarizes th® oj ect 6 s setti ng
proposed actions that would constitute the Prof8rOff-Site Ambient Air Concentrations, which
providesthe results of expandedmporal and geographanaly®s of the impacts of the Project

for Impact AQ4; and (4) Cumulative Offsite Ambient Air Pollutant Concentrations, which
provides additional analysis of potential cumulative impacts associated with the SCIG Project in
combination withUn i on P a c i fadjacenfRrapoded lotarmidila Container Meder
Facility Expansion and Moder ni z daheiRevised Prafo | e c t
EIR also includes a separate Technical Appendix document

ES1 INTRODUCTION

ES11 BACKGROUND

The SCIG Project consists of the proposedstruction and operatipby BNSF Railwayof a

new neatdock intermodal rail facility that would handle containerized cargo transported through
the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach (fAPor
andevaluatomnder the California Environment al Qual
a Draft EIRand a Recirculated Draft EliRleasedy the City of Los Angeles Harbor Department

(ALAHD Q) in 2011 and 2012espectivelyTheFinal EIR fi2013Final EIRY), was celified by the

Los Angeles Board of Harbor Commissioners on March 7, ;20&3Los Angeles City Council
affirmed the Boardés certification on May 8,

After a period of litigation of th2013 Final EIRthe California Court of Appeal, First District,

ruled inCity of Long Beach v. City of Los Angeled 9 Cal . ApQity & tohg Bdaébb)) ( i
that the EI ROs di sspekifc snd cumulatiie impaets dicaniotrcomply vath e ¢ t
CEQA,; the remainder of tH2013 Final EIRwas either not challengeat was found by the Court

of Appeal to ben compliance wittCEQA, and therefore remains valBubsequentlythe Contra

Costa County Superior Court issuedudgement and a Peremptory Writ of Mandate Following
Appeal ,(ordentigihat the certification of the2013 Final EIRbe set aside and that
additional analyses be prepared and disclosed in a Revised DrafSpéRifically, the Writ

requires LAHD to provide the following additional information related to Impact-4AQ
(operationalphaseoffsite ambient air pollution concentratigns

1) Analyses and/or disclosuréisat allow the EIR to disclose or estimate how
frequently and for what length of time the level of air pollution in the area
surrounding the proposed rail yard will exceeel skandard of significancand

2) An analysis oCumulativelmpactAQ4 t hat makes a figood faith
di sclosureo of the potential cumul ative i mj
with the proposed Union Pacific Railroad Intermodal Conir Faci | ity (Al CT

SCIG Revised Draft EIR 1 May 2021



OO0 Noohkh,w NP

13

14
15
16
17
18

19
20

21
22
23

24

25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37

38
39
40

Los Angeles Harbor Department

expansion project, in sufficient detail to disclose the potential cumulative impacts
of two large railyard expansion projects located next to one another.

In compliance with the Writ, and in accordance with @iy of Long Beachthis Revised Draft
EIR present the results oflispersion modeling of ambient air pollution concentratifamsthe
SCI G Project in each
Project B e n ¢ h ma r kTheRevasead Di@f) EIRontains bothProjectspecific analyses and
an analysis ofhe combinedcumulative impactsf the SCIG and ICTF projects

of

a r a n tpreuglott thellifeofche e t e

This Revised Draft ElRlso presents and evaluates the ambient air pollutant concentrations of the
No ProjeciandReduced Projecitarnativesin each of th@&enchmarky ears Finally, this Revised
Draft EIR presenta discussion of potential health effeofscriteriaair pollutans, in compliance
with the requirements
Fresno(2018) 6Cal.5th 502, which represents additional information and disclosure.

o f ddcibian(Sierma Clalnwvt CodnE/rofi a n t

ES 1.2 NATURE AND INTENDED USES OF THIS REVISED DRAFT EIR

This Revised Draft EIRprovidescourtorderedadditional information and disclosure related to
the portions of the 201Binal EIR concerning air quality Impact A@ and Cumulative Impact
AQ-4. Analysesin the2013Final EIR that were not addressed in the Writ haeo¢ been revised
andarenot being recirculatedsection 1.6, below, provides information on submitting comments
to LAHD on this Revised Draft EIR

Agency roles and responsibilities are unchanged from the BDES EIR (Section 1.3 of the
Recirculated Daift EIR). LAHD remains the lead agenagder CEQA

The 2013Final EIR (State Clearinghouse Number 20050911@6jhe extent it does not conflict
with the additional information provided in this Revised Draft HERincorporated herein by
reference to provide context for the Revised Draft EIR.

ES 2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The description of the Project remains unchanged from Chapter 2 of the Recirculated Draft EIR,
as modified by Section 3.2.3 of tl®13 Final EIR. In summary, the Project h#sree major
physical components: (1) thatermodalrailyard itself (railroad tracks, electric powered +all
mounted gantry cranes, a gate complex, and supporting bujldi@yslternate site§eferred to

as NAlternate

( i n®AI G

miles.

Bsough iofntheerailgard Isiteafferdd ifoo soreedof the businesses

t dhatavautd beddisplaced from the railyard site; and (3) the South Lead Tracks
that would serve as the primary entry and egress for intermodal. t&mee in operation, the
Project wouldhandle cargo containers up to a maximum capacity of 2.8 million TEUs (a standard
measure of containerized cargo), or 1.5 million containers, perAday operational feature of

the Project would be that most of the trucks currently traveling betweanentarminals and

B N S FHblsart intermodal railyard near downtown Los Angeles, a journey of over 20 miles,
would instead travel between the terminals and the SCIG faeilttistance of approximately four

Uses surrounding the SCIG Project sitdude industrial facilities to the north (notably the ICTF),
west and soutlof the Project sitel o the east of the Project séeethe Southern California Edison
right of way,the Terminal Island FreewandWest Long Beachyhichis predominantly a single

SCIG Revised Draft EIR
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family residential area, but also includes schools, childaadenursing care facilitee supportive
housing compleas a small medical centegparks,numerous commercial businesses, and several

warehousing and light industrial flites.

ES 3 OFFSITE AMBIENT AIR POLLUTANT CONCENTRATIONS

ES3.1 METHODOLOGY

For Impact AQ4, the 201Final EIR addressed the potential for Project operations to result in

offsite ambient air pollutant concentrations that would exceed a South Coast Air Quality
Management District ISCAQMDO0) threshold of significanceThe 2013Final EIR used a
scenari oo approach,
modeled for a single analytical scenario that consisted of a combination of the peak year (for the
annual NQ and PMo concentration thresholds), pedhay (for the 2qour PMo and PM:s

concentration thresholds), or peak hour (for theolir NG) emissions within the modeling
domain by source categoflhis composite emissions scenario approach was characteri2i in
ofLongBeach s produsitngaaedwanal ysi s.

Acomposite emissions

The modeling approach in this Revised Draft EIR differs from the original analyisat ihmodels
emissions that angrojectedo occur in each of six individu@enchmarky ears thefour analysis
years evaluated inthe 20EBhalEIR (2016 [t he
well as two interpolatednalysisyears-- 2020 and 2030Jnder theapproach in this Revised Draft
EIR, the same modeled dispersiorcttas developed as part of the 2013 Final Bl now

multiplied by emission rates specific to each Benchmark, Yatrer than thenaximum emissions

valuesdeveloped under the 2013 composite scen&szause the same dispersion factors are

unde

Aopeni ng/206@ asr 0] , 2

used, the Resid Draft EIR results are based on all the same assumptions used in the 2013 Final
EIR T the same modeling codes, the same meteorological data, the same monitored background
datg and the same source inpuBtated simplythe concentrations modeled in @13 EIR for a

single composite or

Afwor st

caseo

scenari o

ar e

Benchmark Years throughout the lifespan of the Project, using the same dispersion factors and
assumptions that were used in the 2013 Elrs Benchmark Yeaapproach allowshe Revised
Draft EIR to expand the analysis in the 2013 EIR to disclose the magnitude and location of the
predicted maximum impacts (also known as the maximally exposed individual, &y felEgach
of the Benchmark Yeardhereby portraying the forecasted progression of concentration impacts
over the entire lifespan of the Project, consistent with the requirements of the Writ.

The additional Benchmark Year modeling was performed for five project scenarios: the
unmitigatedProject the unmitigated Reduced Projeuethijch isidentical tothe Project through
2023 asthroughputwould bethe sameainder botrscenariosandsimilar to the Projedhereafter
with the exception thahroughputvould be restricted to a lower lewaider the Reduced Projgct
the No Projectand the mitigated Project and mitigated Reduced Project, which are based on
emissions afteapplication ofMitigation Measure A@/ (onsite sweeping, which only affects
PM). Impacts were assessed by comparing the maximum modeled gevaehdoncentratioffor

1 See Section 3.4.1 for a discussion of the concept of the MEI.

SCIG Revised Draft EIR
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In addition to the maximum modeled concentrattwrmaximum cooentration incrementhis
Revised Draft EIRalsopresents contour diagrams (or isopleths) for each pollatahtiveraging
time in each Benchmark Yeawhich show the geographic extent of exceedances ofdheus
threshold for the Project, No Project, and Reduced Project. These diagreawed sequentially,
revealthe progressiorover time and spaagf the significanimpactsof each scenario durirthe
lifespan of théroject andalso disclosevhethersensitive receptors and/@sidentiakreasvould

experience significant impacts in any given Benchmark Yeaaexamining the series of contour

diagrams for a particular pollutant in Benchmark Years olerlifespanof the Project, the

decisionmakers and the public can evaluate trends over t8pecifically, aken together, the

contoursshow the location of the impactsheir frequency, and their duratioMoreover, ly

comparing the ProjecReduced Pregt,and No Project contours, decistorakers and the public

can compare the impacts of the Project to the impacts of not building the Braécperating
the Reduced Project

Additional information about the methodology used in this Revised DraftcBiRbe found in
Section 3.4.1 and in theechnicalAppendix

ES 3.2

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

The Benchmark Yeaesultsprovide substantial additions@mporal and geographicformation
about the potential impacts of the Projester its lifespanwhile generally confirming the

significance conclusion®f the 2013Final EI RO s

composite

e mi

Moreover, the Benchmark Year concentratians lowerthan thoseresented in the 201R&nal

EIR because they are not based on the fieako mp wauie foree@ch source category regardless

of year.Table ES1 summarizes the impacts bignificance criterion

SSi

Table ES-1: Expanded AQ-4 Dispersion Modeling by Benchmark Year - Summary of
Exceedances of Significance Criteria
" " Unmitigated Mitigated
Pollutant Unmltl_gated Mltlg_ated No Project Reduced Reduced
Project Project . .
Project Project
1-hourNO; All Benchmark | All Benchmark Al All Benchmark | All Benchmark
(federal and Benchmark
Years Years Years Years
state) Years
AnnualNO 2016, 2035, 2016, 2035, None 2016, 2016,
2 2046/2066 2046/2066 2046/2066 2046/2066
24-hourPM All Benchmark | All Benchmark | 2035, All Benchmark | All Benchmark
| Years Years 2046/2066 | Years Years
2020, 2023, 2020,2023, 2035 2020, 2023, 2020,2023,
AnnualPM;e | 2030, 2035, 2030, 2035, 2046}2066 2030, 2035, 2030, 2035,
2046/2066 2046/2066 2046/2066 2046/2066
2016, 2020, 2016, 2020, 2016, 2020, 2016, 2020,
24-hourPMzs | 5053 2023 None 2023 2023
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ES 3.2.1 1-Hour NO2

Exceedances’ hemodeledotal groundievel NG concentration$or theProject, No Projec¢iand
Reduced Projecscenarioswvould be above the state and federdiolr standardsand would
therefore exceed the CEQA threshold of significance in all Benchmark Yiée<roject and
Reduced Projedcenariosvould result indenticalconcentrationghrough 2023 when throughput
would bethe sameunder both scenaripandwould diverge only slightly in later years as the
Reduced Project reaches capaclaximum concentrations would be highest under the No
Project scenario in all BenchinkaYears

Sourcesln general, the primary emissions souraethe MEIfor the Project and Reduced Project
scenariosvould benonSCIGcargehandling equipment (CHENd onsitetrucksat the Alternate
Business Locationsdut for the No Project scenarie primaryemissionsat the MElwould be
generated by esite CHE and trucks of the current businesses omthe facility site.

Geographical Extendf Impacts All three scenarios would affect sensitive receptors and some
residential areas as a retsof exceedances of the federal standar®016 and 2020he Project

and Reduced Projescenario8exceedances of the federal standard would affect small residential
areas and a few sensitive receptioosh in West Long Beachust east of the Terminasland
Freeway and in Wilmington, just west of Alameda Strekt 2023 and thereafter, significant
impactson sensitive receptors and resideneesild be confined to a small area of West Long
Beach.The Project and Reduced Projscenarioé exceedances dhe Lhour statestandardn
eachBenchmark Yea would be confined to industrial areas amduld thereforenot affect
sensitive receptorsr residential areas

The effects of the No Project scendrimm exceedances of tHederal and staté-hour standard,
however,would be widespreadparticularly for the federal standarahd would occur in every
Benchmark YearAt their maximum, in 2016exceedances dhe federal standardand thus
significant impactswould occur overmuch of Wilmingbn, the Port of Long Beachndthe City

of Long Beach south of Willow Street and west of Cherry AveAgeordingly, the No Project
scenario would have significant impacts related-tm@r NG on numerous sensitive receptors
andsubstantial areas of regintial usesDue toexceedances of the statddur standardhe No
Project scenario would also have significant impactsensitive uses and residential aleas
small area of West Long Beach

ES 3.2.2 Annual NO2

ExceedancesThe Pr ojectds concentrations would exce
Benchmark Years 2016, 2035, and 2046/2066. The Rederogectscenari6 s concentr at

would exceed the threshold in 2016 and 2046/2066. The exceedances for both scenarios would
every case be marginally above the significance threshold. The No Psgeotrid s
concentrations would not exceed the threshold in any Benchmark Ye

Sources The major emission sources for the Project and Reduced Pabjéet MEIwould be
nonSCIG tenantCHE andon-sitetrucks until 2023, but would be SCIG trucks thereafter. For the
No Project scenario, the main source contributainkhe MEIin all Benchmark Years would be
nonSCIG tenanCHE, locomotives, and trucks of the current businessdke site.

SCIG Revised Draft EIR 5 May 2021
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Geographical Exteraf Impacts None of the three scenarios would have significant impacts on

sensitive receptors or residential areghe exceedances of the annual standard by the Project and

Reduced Project would be confined to industiralas in the immediate vicinity of tReoject site.

ES 3.2.3 24-Hour PM1o

ExceedancesThe Project and Reduced Projecenario8 concentrati on
without mitigation, would exceed the SCAQMD -Bdur criterion, and therefore the CEQA

threshold of significance, in every Benchmark Year. The No Premsarié s

ncr e

concentrat

increments would be above the threshold only in years 2035 and 2046/2066. The mitigated Project

and mitigated Reduced Projesttenario® concentrati on

significance in any Benchmark Year.

SourcesThe major emission sources for the Project and RedRogdct (both unmitigated and

ncrements
the unmitigated scenarios, as mitigation measure MM7A@uld not reduce emissions to below

mitigatedscenariokat the MEIwould be norSCIG tenant CHE and trucks ur2ii23, but SCIG
trucks thereafter. For the No Project scenario, the main source contritattiblesMEIwould be
trucks traveling between the maritegminals and the Hobart intermodal facilignd norSCIG

tenant gasoline vehicles

Geographical Extent of Impactalthough all three scenarios would result in exceedances of the

24-hour criterion, the exceedances would be restricted to areas ofialdusts in the immediate

W C

vicinity of the Project site. No sensitive receptors or residential areas would be affected by those

exceedances.

ES 3.2.4 Annual PMio

Exceedancesrhe unmitigatedProjectand Reduced Projestenariog8concentration increments
would exceed the SCAQMD criteria, and therefore the CEQA significance threshold, in every
Benchmarky earexcept 2016The No Projecscenari@ soncentration increments would exceed

the threshold only in Benchmark Years 2035 and 2046/2066.

The mitigated Poject and mitigated Reduced Projecenario8 concentrati on
bealmost identicato those of the unmitigated scenaringhe early yearsas mitigation measure
MM AQ-7 would marginally reduce emissionand therefore concentrations; the later years,
however the effects of mitigatiomould begreater. hcrements would remain abosegnificance

for annualPMyo for the same Benchmark Yed2)20 through 2046/2066

Sources The major emission sourcesrfthe Projectand Reduced Projedimitigated and
unmitigatedscenariosat the MEIlin every Benchmark Yeawould be SCIG trucks, both esite
and offsite. The No Project scenadosnain source contributiorat the MEIlin all Benchmark
Yearswould be truck traveling between the marine terminals and the Hobart intermodal facility

and noRrSCIG tenant gasoline vehicles

Geographical Extent of Impactén 2035 and thereafterthe unmitigated Project scenarié s

exceedances of the annsshndardvould affect afew sensitive receptors in West Long Beach

adjacent to the Terminal Island Freeway (e.g., Bethinamsitional Centeand theCentury
Villages at Cabrillo) and exceedances a few residences along San Gabiive were

SCIG Revised Draft EIR 6
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conservatively assumedhe mitigated Projectscenari@ s exceedances woul d |
extensive, and would not affect any sensitive receptorasidences in any Benchmark Year.

The No Projectscenari@ s exceedances in 2035 and thereaf
centere on 710 north of the Project site, which could have significant impacts on small

residential areas immediately adjacent to the freeway.

The mitigated and unmitigate®educed Projectcenarisb exceedances woul d r

sensitive receptors or tidential areas in any Benchmark Year.

ES 3.2.5 24-Hour PM2s

ExceedancesFor the Project and Reduced Project, btith unmitigated andthe mitigated
scenariosvould result in concentration increments above the SCAQMD thresholds, and would
therefore exceethe CEQA significance threshold, in Benchmark Years 2016, 2020, and 2023.

The No Projectscenarid s i ncrements would not
Benchmark Year.

exceed t h

Sources For the Project and Reduced Projscenarios the main source caiutors to the
maximum increment for 2hour PM s concentrations would be né8CIG tenant CHE and onsite
trucks.The No Project scenario would not result in exceedances eighiéicance criterion

Geographical Extent of Impact¥he Project and th®educed Projecscenariod

significa

impacts would be restricted to industrial areas in the immediate vicityhe SCIG site
Accordingly, no sensitive receptors or residential areas would experience significant impacts

related to 24hour PM sin anyBenchmark Year.

ES 3.2.6 Health Effects of Significant Air Quality Impacts

There is currently nacceptedmethodology available that can accurately quantify local health
effects from ambient N©concentrations associated with an individual project. Therefore, the
analysis in this Revised Draft EIR is limited to a qualitative description of the types of adverse
health effects associated with exposure te Blilcentrations exceeding SCAQMD sigraifice

thresholds.

According to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the California Air Resources
Board (CARB), a causal relationship exists between gkart (and, likely, longterm) NO2
exposure and respiratory effects such as asthma sitfBoére is also suggestive evidence of links
between N@exposure and a variety of ailments such as cardiovascular effects, diabetes, mortality,

low birth weights, and cancer.

With respect to PMthere is currently n@cceptedmethodology available thatan accurately
guantify local health effects from ambidt¥l concentrations associated with an individualject
However, PM is a component of air toxics, and the health risk assessment prepared for the 2013

Final EIR, while not specific to PM, did adgeelocal health effects of air toxics.

The main conclusions @PA and CARBare that health effects associated with exposufMV
include mortality, increased hospital admissions for cardiopulmonary causes, acute and chronic
bronchitis, asthma attackscaemergency room visits, respiratory symptoms, and days with some

SCIG Revised Draft EIR 7
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restriction in activity. These adverse health effects have been reported primarily in infants,
children, the elderly, and those with geisting cardiopulmonary disease.

ES 4 CUMULATIVE OFFSITE AMBIENT AIR POLLUTANT
CONCENTRATION IMPACTS

ES4.1 INTRODUCTION

This Revised Draft EIR adds information to @@1l3 FinalEI®R s anal ysi s of c¢cumu
air pollution concentration impacts (Cumulative Impact-AQ with disclosure ofadditional

information about potential cumulative impacts of the SCIG Project in combination with the
proposed ICTF Expansion Projeldcated immediately north of the SCIG Project .sitde

combined cumulativanalysisdiscloseghe potential cumulative fefct of SCIG Project and ICTF
Expansion Project on ambient air pollutant concentrations at sensitive recepésisential areas

in the vicinity of both projects.

The2013 Final EIRanalyzed the cumulative impacts of the Project in combination witloth#d

present or reasonably foreseeable future projects, including the ICTF Expansion Ertyjeuft.
LongBeacld i d not r ulcemulativeimpadignidicariee cRrzlasions were inaccurate

but did hold that its discussion of Cumulative ImpaQ-4 had identified potential cumulative

i mpacts of the I CTF Expansion Proj @&ovblargeii n su
railyard expansions located nextto one [anothér]ls mi ssing from the analy
must maketh @Agdodefhgionabl e disclosuredo of the
impacts before approving CEQA review of the SCIG Project. This Revised Draft EIR, therefore,

only reanalyzes the potential cumulative AMQmpacts of the SCIG Project in combiretiwith

the ICTF Expansion Project; the other related projects are not included in this analysis.

ES42 METHODOLOGY

The cumulative analysis in this Revised Draft EIR is based on the latest dispersion modeling for

the ICTF Expansion Project, which wagfpemed by thdCTF Joint Powers Authority (JPA) in

or before 2015. That awalegsi sompdsli ¢ @ msiss gl
15year operational life of the ICTF Expansion Project (from 2020 to 2035), similar to the
approachused in he 2013 Final EIRfor the SCIG Proje¢tand used 2010 as its CEQA baseline

year.In this revised cumulative analysthe ICTF result$or each pollutant and averaging period

were compared to the SCIG Project results developed for each Benchmark Year. Thes
comparisons used the same significance thresholds 28818d~inalEI® s anal ysi s.

For each SCIG Benchmark Year, LAHD compared the unmitigated significant impacts of the
SCIG Project as identified in Chapter 3 of this Revised Draft EIR to the implatis ¢CTF
Expansion Project from the ICTHodeling composite emissions scenattieen plotted the
geographic extent of exceedances to identify overlapping impacts in each Benchmark Year.

In these plots, the ICTF exceedance contour is identical in eesighiBnark Year, since it is based
on a single composite analysis, and the SCIG exceedance contours vary from year to year in
accordance with th8CIG Projectnodeling results.

SCIG Revised Draft EIR 8 May 2021
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ES 4.3 ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING THE POTENTIAL
CUMULATIVE AQ-4 IMPACTS OF THE COMBINED SCIG AND ICTF PROJECTS

ES 4.3.1 Combined Cumulative NO2 Impacts

The SCIG Project wasstimatedo result in groundevel concentrations of NOexceeding the

SCAQMD significance thresholds for federal and statedr criteria in all Benchmark Years,
and for the annual criterion in 2016, 2035,
composite analysis identified exceedances of all threehiblices

1-Hour NO: The geographical analysis showed that exceedances ofhbar NO, federal
standardy the two projects overlapped in all Benchmark Years (exceedances of the state threshold
did not overlap). Most of the overlap occurred in the indaistirea west of the SCIG Project site

and did not affect sensitive receptors or residential areas. However, a small overlap occurred
around the intersection of Willow Street and the Terminal Island Freeway in all yeassadimdy

in 2046that overlapcould affect one sensitive receptor (the Buddhist temple) and a very small
residential area on the west side of Webster Averoethis overlap area@umulative impactsf

the SCIG Project and the ICTF Expansion Projedth respect to -hour NG federal
concentrations would be significatdditionally, receptorghatare outside obut close tdoth
significant impact contours represerea where the two projects, while neaving significant
impactson their own, couldombine tgproduce significant cumulative impacts. Fendur NQ,

these areas include portions of West Long Beach closest to the Project site.

Annual NOQ: The geographical analysis showed no overlapping areas of exceedance o the NO
annual threshold in any Benchrka¥ear.Because the significamnpactcontours for the SCIG
Project and the ICTF Expansion Project are medreach other, it is unlikely that letisan
significant impacts from the two projects would combine to produce a significant cumulative
impact.Accordingly, it is unlikely thatthere would be combinesimulative impacts of the SCIG
Project and the ICTF Expansion Projedth respect to annual N@oncentrations

ES 4.3.2 Combined Cumulative Particulate Matter Impacts

This analysishowed no overlapping areas of exceedame®y Benchmark Year for either Ry
or PMps. The significant increments due to the SCIG Projectmsitiveincrementgiue to ICTF
Expansion Project are widely separatgabgraphicallyandthusunlikely to combine to produce
significant cumulative impactsAccordingly, it is unlikely that there would b&ombined
cumulative impacts of the SCIG Project and the ICTF Expansion Pwafaaespect to particulate
matter

SCIG Revised Draft EIR 9 May 2021
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION

1.1. BACKGROUND

On February 222013 the Cityof Los Angel es Har bor Dieepiaalt ment
Environment al Finahkp aR8itte (earmghouse Nuniber 200509 1drsuant

to the California Environment al Quality Act (
GatewayRs j ect ( i SCI G, .0he®mojectchnsistdite coostrection ang operation

by BNSF RalvayCo mp any ( ¢f B he® Raeadock intermodal rail facility that would

handle containerized cargo transported through the Ports of Los AngelesoagdBeach,
collectively known as thBSan Pedro Bay Poris o r .0 lieoetedass ohe Rnal EIR followed

the release of a Drainvironmental Impact RepotirdtEl R0O) on September 23
Recirculated Daft Environmental Impact Repoft fieBirculatedDraft E | Ran Septembel5,

2012 The RecirculatedDraft EIR provided updated Project parameters and cargo forecasts, and
presented revised analyses of certain Project impacts.

On March 7, 2013, the City, by and through its BoardHafbor Coomi s si oner s ( ABo
certified the 2I3RNAER®) t had®Pptogaedctel dted findi.
approved the Project. On March 21, 2013, the Board approved the Site Preparation and Access
Agreement and Permit 90joverning the Proet 0 gear3edsdcollective | y , ASCI G Pro
Agreemen®rs oMay 8, 2013, the Los Angeles City
B 0 a rcdrtffisation and approved the SCIG Project Agreemekiter a period of litigatioron

the 2013 Final EIR onJanuary 12, 2018, the California Court of Appeal, First District, ruled in

City of Long Beach. City of Los Angele@l9 Cal.App.5th 465) @ity of Long Beaadh Jhatthe

E | R dixlosure of certainProjectspecific and cumulative offsite ambient air pdbat
concentration impacts did not comply with CEQ@Ae remainder of th2013 Final EIRvas either

not challenged in coudr was found by the Court of Appeal to be CEQ&mpliant and therefore

remains valighas not been revisednd is nobeingrecirculated

On May 18, 2018, the Contra Costa County Superior Go@rtS u p e r i issued i dudgment )
Granting in Part Peremptory Writ of Mandate F
Writ of Mandate Fol |l owi n gandegRespandents Gitwand tABID . T h
to set aside the certification of t2013 Final EIR as wellasthe approval of the SCIG Project
Agreements The Writ further directed the Citgnd LAHD to prepare the following analyses

andor disclosuresn areviseddraft EIR, circulate them for public commerdard take them into

account in reconsidering approval of the Project

a. An analysis and/or disclosure of the offsite ambient air pollution concentrations

(Impact AQ4) thatallows the EIR to disclose or estimatexhivequently and for what

length of time the level of air pollution in the area surrounding the proposed rail yard

wi || exceed the standard of significance. i A
as in other anal y €igsflLongBaaghld @l ApxcStdet48F abl e. 0 (
488.)

b. An analysis ofCumulativelmpact AQ4thatma kes a fAgood faith and
di scl osureo of the potenti al cumul ative i mp
with the proposed Union Pacific Railroad Intermodal @orer Facility ICTFO)

SCIG Revised Draft EIR 10 May 2021
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expansion project, in sufficient detail to disclose the potential cumulative impacts of
two large railyard expansion projects located next to one ano@igrof Long Beach
19 Cal.App.5th at 490.)

On August 23, 2018, the Board adopted Resolution N&3B3 and Order No. 18242, setting
aside the Boar dbés Mar 20b3 Fingl EIRtd AprovalefrSCl@ridithe at i o n
SCIG Project Agreementand directed LAHD to suspend any and atljéct activities until such

time as the City and BNSF have taken actions necessary to bring determinations,,famings
decisions related to the Project into compliance with CEQ®A September 18, 2018, the City

Council adoptedMotion under Council F& No. 130295S9 to rescind and set aside City Council

actions, resolutionsnd orders related to the SCIG Project apprdal October 17, 2018, the

City filed the Initial Return to t hcemphtiom t wi t
of the initial necessary actions to comply with the Writ, including the adoption of the=-ab
described Resolution, Ordemd Motion.

This reviseddraft EIR (h e r e i rRaVisedeDraftEIRA) was prepared in respse to, and in
compliance withthe Court of Appeab suling in City of Long Beactand theSuper i or Cour
Writ. After the Board has certified fiRevised Final EIB that includeghe 2013 Final EIRand

this Revised DrafEIR, the Boardvould use the informatioheren in a proceeding toeconsider

approval of the Project.

1.2. NATURE AND INTENDED USES OF THIS REVISED DRAFT EIR

This document is a coudrdered Revise®raft EIR, limited to providing alditional information

and disclosureelatedto the portions of th2013 Final EIRconcerning Pojectspecific and

cumulative offsite ambient air pollution concentratpmtentialimpacts(air qualityImpactAQ-4

and Cumulative mpactAQ-4). Unless otherwise specifically notethetremainder of th2013

Final EIRis unchanged by thRevisedDraft EIR. The unchanged portions of tB813 Final EIR

enjoy a presumption of legal validity, and are no longer subject to legal challenge. (See Pub.
Resources Cod&ection 21167.2, 21167.3; see adlsurel Heights Improvement Assn. v. Regents

of the Universityof California(1993) 6 Cal.4th 1112, 1130 [even where an initial EIR may have
been fl awed, the presumption of validity ser
decisionmaking].)

Of the eight air quality impact areas evaluated in 2083 Final EIRfor the Project and
alternatives, onlyProjectspecificimpact AQ4 and CumulativémpactAQ-4 were successfully

challenged in cours set forthntheCour t of A p CkyaflLdng Beactahdiequge i n
additional disclosures undéne Writ. Under such circumstances, in which a lead agency, on
remand, igevisingonly limited portions of an EIR found to m®ncompliantwith CEQA bya

reviewing court, the lead agency need onlguwate those portions of the original EIR that have

been modified in response to the courtdés dire
subd. (b) [relief ordered by court in CEQA case shall include only those specific mandates which

are necessg to achieve compliance with CEQA?PJanning and Conservation League v. Castaic

Lake Water Agendj2009) 180 Cal.App.4th 210, 2229 [attacks on an EIR prepared on remand
from an adverse court decision musialbé yl dmif f e«
from the original EIR]; andone Valley Land, Air, and Water Defense Alliance, LLC v. County of

SCIG Revised Draft EIR 11 May 2021
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reci

only those particular analyses ordered performed pursuant tg writ]

rcul

ated

Therefore, reviewersf this Revised Draft EIRshould limit their comments to thedditional
information contained inthis RevisedDraft EIR (i.e., thedisclosure ofadditional information
concerning Projeespecific andCumulative Impact AQ4), and LAHD will respond only to
comments that relate to thelditionalinformation contained in th RevisedDraft EIR. The

remainder of th&013 Final EIRremains unchangeand valid and is not being circulated for

furtherpublic comment.

This Revised DrafEIR is an informational documerprepared pursuant to the Wtid inform
public agency decisiemakers and #general public ofl) potentialoffsite ambient air pollution

concentration impactdom Projectoperations(including the No Project and Reduced Project
alternatives and (2) potentialcombinedcumulative offsite ambient air pollution concentration

impeacts of SCIG and ICTHEXxpansion Projeatiperations

1.3. LEAD, RESPONSIBLE AND TRUSTEE AGENCIES

Agency roles and responsibilities are unchanfjeth the 2013 Final EIR(Section1.3 of the

RecirculatedDraft EIR). LAHD remains the lead agency.

1.4. REVISED DRAFT EIR ORGANIZATION
This Revised DrafRevisedEIR is organized into the chapters descrilbe@able 11.

Table 1-1: Revised Draft EIR Organization

Revised DraftEIR
Section

Description

Executive Summary

Introduces the Project and provides awmerview of the
methodology and results of the analygeshis Revised Drafi
EIR.

Chapter 1: Introduction

Summarizes the Project and describes the backgroung
history of the environmental review under CEQA, describeg
nature andintended uses ofhis Revised DraftEIR, and
describeshe organization of this document.

Chapter 2: Project Description

SummarizesChapter 2 of the &irculated Draft EIR (as
modified by Section 3.2.3 of theiral EIR), which is
incorporated by reference and which describes purpose
need, and objectives of the proposed Project and the pro
Project elementsThis chapteris provided only to establis
context for Chapters 3 and 4, and is not being circulate
further public comment.

Chapter 3 Offsite Ambient Air
PollutantConcentrations

Consistent with the Writ, Chapter 3 provides additiona
information about potential offsite ambient air pollutan
concentrationgssociated with Project operatidngi | ¢hACx
4 0 i Recircuated Eaft EIR) in the following Benchmark|

SCIG Revised Draft EIR
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Revised DraftEIR
Section

Description

Years: 2016, 2020, 2023, 2030, 20a85d 20462066. Chapter 3
also provides similar additional information for the No Proj
and Reduced Projealternativesfor the sam®enchmarky ears
which allows comparison of the Projdotpactsto impacts of
not building the Projector building the Reduced Proje
alternative.

Chapter 3 not onlgliscloses he fimaxi mumo
for eachBenchmarkYear, but also providegliscussionand
diagramsof the geographic extent of asignificantimpacts in
eachBenchmarky earfor the Project, No Projecand Reduce
Project

Additionally, Chapter 3 discloses the effects wiitigation
measure®n the Project and Reduced Projegpacts

Ambient Air Pollutant

Chapter 4: Cumulate Offsite

Concentrations (Project and ICTF
Expansion ProjedCombined)

Consident with the Writ, Chapter 4 provides additiona
information about potentialmpacts of offsite ambient air
pollutant concentrations associated with Project operatior
combinationwith operations of the proposé@TF Expansion
ProjectoperationgCumulative Impact A&} in theRecirculated
Draft EIR).

TechnicalAppendix

Presents additional background information and technical d
supporting the analyses @hapters 3 and 4.

1.5. DOCUMENTS INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE
Except as provided herein, and to the extent it does not conflict with the additional information

provided in thiRevised DrafEIR regardingmpactAQ-4 andCumulative ImpacAQ-4 potential
impacts andevised methodologies as described in Chapters 3 athe 2013 Final EIR(State
Clearinghouse Number 20050911 iincorporatedhereinby referenceo provide context for the

Revised Draft EIR

1.6. PROVISIONS FOR PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT
In light of the foregoing, LAHD is circulating this Revised Draft EIR for a public review period

of 45 daysA copy of his Revised Draft EIR, as well as th@13 Final EIR(including the DEIR,
RecirculatedDraft EIR, and FEIR) and the adminiative record, are availabfer public review

at t he Harbor

St, 4"Floor, San

Pedro.

Department s Environment al
Due to COWI®D, please send your request
cegacommments@portla.otg schedule an appointment to pick up a copy for viewing.

to

addition electronic versionsf the Revised Draft EIR and the 2013 Final Bl available on the
LAHD website athttps//www.portoflosangeles.org
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Please submit written orrmaailed comments on only the information and analysis contained in this
Revised Draft EIR to:

Christopher Cannon, Director
Environmental Management Division
Los Angeles Harbor Department
425 S.Palos Verdes Street

San Pedro, CA90731

or
Email tocegacomments@portla.org
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CHAPTER 2: PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The description of the Project remains unchanged from Chapter 2 Rethieulated Baft EIR,

as modified by Section 3.2.3 of then&l EIR. In summary, the Project has three magbysical
components(1) the railyard itself gcluding the North Lead Tr&s), which consists of railroad
tracks, electric powered ramounted gantry cranes for loading and unloading railcars, a gate
complex for handling trucks, and supporting buildin@3 the alternate sites offered for some of
the businessethat would bedisplaced from the railyard sit@ereinafterthese businesses are
ref er r aohSQlGtenatss oi and t he fiaAll tt eerr maatt ee SBiutsansh easss
(3) the South Lead Trackbkat provide therincipalaccess to the site fartermodal trainsThese
components are identified origire 21. Once in operation,he Project would handle cargo
containers up to a maximum capgof 2.8 million TEUs (a standard measure of containerized
cargo), or 1.5nillion containers, per yeah key result of Project implementation is that most of

the trucks that currently travel bet ween the

railyard near downtown Los Angeles (a distance of approximately 20 miles) would instead travel
between the termals and the Project (a distanceapproximately foumiles).

The site of the railyard compondhereinafteri Pr oj ect si t ésaonedrfor h@s&C | G
industrial uses and bounded generally by Sepulveda Boulevard to the north, Pacific Coaay Highw
to the south, the Dominguez Channel to the west, and the Terminal (siandFreeway to the
east.At present, the Projectts is devoted to a variety of uskg the currenhonSCIG tenarg

that arerelated togoods movement and transportation (iithg the use of cargo handling
equi pment ( Asteldiesel andjasolide trodks)an electrical transmission line right
of-way, and miscellaneowherindustrial and institutional uses.

Uses surrounding the Project sitelude industrial facities to the north (notab)ythe existing
ICTF railyard), west, and south, and fhleFreeway to the easthe areaeyond the Tl Feeway
to the east, within West Long Beach, is predominantly a siiaghy residential area, butsud
includes commercialusinesseand several warehousiad light industrial facilitiesThis area
also includes nunber of sensitive receptors thaereconsidered in both the 20Enal EIR and
this Revised Draft EIRincluding two high schools, middle schoqltwo elementary schools,
parks and athletic fieldsyo child care centers, a supportive housing compleda small medical
centern(seeSection 3.2.2.4 of thRecirculated Baft EIR, as modified by Section 320f the Fnal
EIR). Many of these featureme also identified on Figure

SCIG Revised Draft EIR 15 May 2021
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CHAPTER 3:
CONCENTRATIONS

3.1. INTRODUCTION

Los Angeles Harbor Department

OFFSITE AMBIENT AIR POLLUTANT

This chapter provides additional information abthimpacts of theoperationabffsite ambient
air pollutant concentratioa impacts (Impact AQ-4) of the Projectas required by thévrit.

Additional information abouthte operationaloffsite ambient air pollutantoncentration impacts
of the No Projecand Reduced Projeigalso provided in this Chapter

Section 3.2 of th®ecirculatedraft EIR, as modified by Section 3.2.5 of thmal EIR, describes
the predictedconstruction and operational air qualitgpacs of theProject.Section 5.4.2.2and
Section5.5.2.2 of theRecirculatedDraft EIR, as modifed by Section 3.2.17 of thenal EIR,
describe thepredictedoperational air qualitympacs of the No Project and Reduced Project

alternativesinderlmpactAQ-4.

3.2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The environmentaketting, baseline conditions, and sensitive receptors are unchanged from the

2013 Final EIR(Section 3.2.2 of thRecirculatedDraft EIR, as modified by Section 3.2.5 of the
Final EIR). The2010 baselinéand usegontinue, although in some instancesféedent entity is

permitted to conduct them

3.3. APPLICABLE REGULATIONS

Thesameregulationsused foithe2013 Final EIRareusedin this Revised Draft EIRSeeSection
3.23 of theRecirculatedraft EIR, as modified by Section 3.2.5 of than&l EIR.)

3.4. METHODOLOGY
As indicated in Section 1.1, theour t

3.4.1 2013 FINAL EIR AQ-4 METHODOLOGY

of

A p p @itg bf &.eng BeacHdumdghe i n
methodology used in tt#913 Final EIRunder AQ4 to result in an incomplete analysis of impacts.

This section summarizes that methodologhescribesthe c our t 6 s fi
methodology and summarizes the revised methodology used in this Revised Draft EIR

ndi

ngs

Impact AQ4 evaluates whetherrdject operations would result in offsite ambient @otlutant
concentrabnsthat would exceed the relevant SCAQMD thresholds of significafiocecriteria
pollutants For the2013Final EIR, as described in Section 3.2.4.1 of tRecirculated kaft EIR
(as modified by Section 3.2.5 of then&l EIR), and Appendix C2 of theiial EIR, LAHD
conductedlispersion modeling to estimate maximum ambient ofsitpollutant concentrations
from onsite and offsite Project sources (e.g., trucks, {r@HE&, etc) and compared them to the

applicable £AQMD significance thresholds. In particuldtAHD modeled asinglei c o mposi t e
emissions scenaidor each pollutant by taking the maximum (or peak) predicted emissions for

thatpollutant from each souraategoryover the lifespan of the Projecgadless of theyear in
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which thoseemissionsverepredictedto occur For example, the maximum annwathissiors for

NOx in the2013 Final EIRvere derived by adding emissions from different years: 2016 for CHE
andnon-SCIG tenant onsite and offsite trucks, 2035 fastlers and locomotives, and 2046 for
SCIG trucks® a similar process was used to develop the scenarios for the other pollutants
considered under A@ in the 2013inal EIR. These maximum emissions values were then used
to model the oflsite concentrations of each pollutant. Specificallgpdrsionmodelng was
performed using AERMODand unit emission rate.he output of this modelg resulted in
dispersion factors specific to each sowategory The dispersion factors for each souwrategory

were then multiplied by thesourcespecific unit emission rées developed under theomposite

scenarido determine aingle modeled concentratiameachrece i vi ng | ocati on (or

To determine CEQA significant impacts, LAHD compared (1) the modeled total greweld
concentrationgmodeled concentratn plus monitored ambient backgroudemitted pollutants
to the applicable SCAQMD significance threshaidthe case oNO. (annual and -hour), and
(2) the modeledroundlevel concentration incremer(bovethe 2010 Baseline) to the applicable
SCAQMD significance thresholdn the cas®f PMio (annual and 24hour) andPMz.s(24-houn).
These different approachds determining significance reflect the significancethreshold
establishedy the SCAQMD for CEQA analyseHl.the receptorwith the highest modeletbtal
concentration, in the case of W@r highest modelecbncentration increment, in the case ofieM
and PM s, would experience an impact above the applicable threshold, BBEQA significant
impact was found.

The receptor with the highest modeledal concentratioror increment, as applicables, often

referred to as the fAmaxi mnhttiséempartanste doteithatdhe vi d u a

MEI is notdefined as pla@ where someone livesut rathethepointonthe modeling gridvhere

the impact is greatesthe modelinggrid establishes the points at which the model calculates
pollutant concentrations, and the grid points are typically regularly spaced across the geographic
area of analysjsaccordingly the MEI is not associated with specific addressels often in @&
industrial arear a vacant fieldather than a residential or sensitigeation

Maximumemissiondrom onepollutant source may ndtand typically do not all occur in the
same yearday, or houras themaximumemissions from another sour@ecordngly, thesingle

composite emissions scenarasults by designi n  fAporveedri ct i v ecoa saendd efsw a risatt

operational emissions andonsequently, offsite ambient concentratiombe 2013 Final EIR
methodologywas useful becauseatlowed LAHD to evaluat@end disclosehe potential for the
Project 6s omphcsseéverte expeed aignifitancethreshold for each pollutant at any
time during the lifespan of the Projethe sameapproachwas usedo modelconservativevorst
case emissions scenario concentratfonshe No ProjecandReduced Projedlternative.

In addition todeterminingwhethersignificantambient offsite air pollutant concentrationpacts
may occuy LAHD presenteccontour diagram depictingthe geographic areagherethe total
groundlevel concentrations the case of NeXandincremental changesomparedo baseline
concentrationsn the case of PM and PM:) may exeed significance standards at groint

2Composite scenario operational emissions used for dispersion modeling are summarized in detail in Appendix C2 of
the 2013Final EIR (Tables C2.28, C2.24, C2.25), and the resulting maximum edite concentrations are presented
in Appendix C2 in Tables C2-10, C2.511, C2.513, C2.514, C2.516, C2.517.
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during the lifeof the Project, the No Projeand the Reduced Proje@Recirculated aft EIR
figures 3.22 through 3.2). These contours also showed which sensitive receptordd
experience significanmpacs from the exceedanceBinally, the contour diagranilfustratedthe
impactreducing effect of Mitigation Measure AQ on PMio and PM s exceedance$or the
Project and Reduced Projéct.

Using thecomposite emissions scenam@thodologythe 2013 FinalEIR concludedhat Roject

and Reduced Projeaperationswould have significant impaston air quality becauseffsite
ambiert air pollutant concentrationgould exceed the SCAQMD thresholds fehdur and annual
NOz, 24hour and annual PN and24-hour PM25. The 2013 Final ElRalso foundthatthe No
Project alternative would have significant impacts on air quality because offsite ambient air
pollutant concentrations would exceed the SCAQMD thresholdksfiour and annual N§and
24-hour and anual PMuo.

3.4.2 COURT OF APPEAL DECISION AND WRIT

As discussed in Chapterthe Court of Appeal founthult with the2013 Final EIR® Bnpact AQ

4 methodology. Specifically, it fourttheficomposite emissionsrworstc as e, met hodol og
in the2013 Final EIRo befii nc o Jpgntithaia® s i ngl e mod e |-yeargnalysie n wi t
does not complwith C E Q AAltidiough theCourtexpressiyfound thatt h e  Erp&RtDAQ4
approachwas noti mi s | € adidtfindgi,c r uci al informationd was o
namely, that the single compositeemissions scenario methodologlyo e s not di scl o
frequency of occasior® the estimatebbngth of time during which ambient pollutants will remain

at heighéned level$ whetherthe worst caswill be the situation for one day or for as long as the

railyard is in operatiod. F u thé @oertrfqund this approach did not answer the questipnw] i | |
air quality improve over time, or remain cons

The Caurt of Appeal also found th&013 Final EI® s a$ @dd nots provide ficient

information to understand the geographic distribution of the impactsyhieh receptorsvould

experience significanimpacs. As an examplethe Court wondered whiit he concentr at
PMyo that currently exists over the lengtktretch of highway over a mile away from the project

site will, under the project, be concentrated immediately surrounding the project, which includes
both homes and school s. o

Finally, the Courtof Appealquoted theSuperior Courtwhichf ound Ai nsuf fi ci ent
permit meaningfutomparisorof the prgect and no project alternativeAs an example, the Court

of Appealnoted thatwhile emissions of PM would be lowe under the Piject, the2013 Final

EIR doesnot explain whyconcentration®f PMyo in the areasurrounding the Project would be

three timegreater under the Project than the No Prggeenario.

To assistthe City in obtaining the additional information necessarhétp answer the above
guestions, the Coudf Appealfoundthati [ a] r easonabl e selection of

3 Mitigation Measure AQ7 is unchanged from the 2013 Final EIR and reduces only emissions;oRMPM s.

The measure requires BN$#&sweep the SCIG facility enite, along routes used lyayage trucks, yard hostlers,

service trucks and employee commuter vehicles, on a weekly basis using a commercial street sweeper or any
technology with equivalent fugitive dust control.
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analyses [in th&013 Final EIR , may b e ThedCouwt ptated ihlatevithbadditional

information, the public and decisionakersc annot Af airly consider al-t
measures or intelligently balasmccompeting considerations befoaglopting a statement of
overriding considerations. o

In accordance with the Cowtf A p deeision,GhsSuperior Courtssued the Writ, ordering
the City andLAHD to conductadditioral analyse andor make additional disclosures gsoted
in Section 1.1 (a), above

An analysisand/or disclosure of the offsi@mbient air pollutiorconcentrations
(Impact AQ4), which allows the EIR to disclose or estimate how frequently and
for what length of time the level of air pollution in the area surrounding the proposal
rail yard will exceedthe standard of significancA. reasonable selectionf
benchmark years, as in othanalyses, may becceptable.

3.4.3 REVISED DRAFT EIR AQ-4 METHODOLOGY

The2013 Final EIRAQ-4 analysis r&ins relevant information for decisionakers and the public

to consider a<aisteopi! oV iod enm dofinpliancesvith the/\&/rit anihe,

Court of App €itybfeang Beacknithss Revised Draft DEIRAHD extended its

prior dispersion modelingf offsite ambient air pollution from the Project, No Projecand

Reduced Projerthe methodologyisedto conduct these additional calculatipdescribed more

fully in the TechnicalAppendi x, i's referredQ4 oMdtelm@d ol cagsy
Specifically, instead of asinglecomposite emissions scenario for they®@r operational life of

SCIG, LAHD extended the013 air dispersion modelingthe Final EIR AQ4 Methodology
described aboved produce concentrations at alteptorsfor sixbenchnark yeard f Be nc h mar k
Y e a r Ehésg consisted tiie samdour years used ithe analyseof average dailyemissions

from Project operationsunder Impact AQ-3 (2016 2023, 203, and 204/2066") and two
additionalyearsbased onnterpolated dat§2020 and 2030selected to show emissions from
relatively evenly spacedut years over thEroject bfe).

Under the approach in this Revised Draft El® same modeled dispersionttars developed as

part of the 2013 Final EIBre nav multiplied by emission rates specific to each Benchmark Year

rather than thenaximum emissions valueeveloped under the 2013 composite scenBaoause

the same dispersion factors are used, the Revised Draft EIR results are based on all the same
assunptions used in the 2013 Final EiRhe same modeling codes, the same meteorological data,

the same monitored background datand the same source inputStated simply,the
concentrations modeled in the 201 3cefalioRaref or a
modeled in this Revised Draft EIR for a series of Benchmark Years throughout the lifespan of the
Project, using the same dispersion factors and assumptions that were used in the 20t EIR
Benchmark Year approach allowse Revised Draft R to expand the analysis in the 2013 EIR

4Benchmark Year 2016 is assumed to be the first year of operatiche fpurposes of the 2013 Final EIR. Benchmark
years 2046 and 2066 are combined because the Final EIR assumed the operational emissions 3s226lable
Section 3.2 in 2013 Final EIR for the Project; and Chapter 5 Alternatives for No Project anck&Rédetoject
emissions), and, therefore, offsite concentrations, of the Project, No Project, and Reduced Project wbatdyaot
after 2046.
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to disclose the magnitude and location of the predicted maximum impacts (the MEI) for each of
the Benchmark Years, thereby portraying the forecasted progression of concentration impacts over

Los Angeles Harbor Department

the entire lifespan othe Project, consistent with the requirements of the Wiatble 31
summarizs the key steps in the performing the Revised4ARdethodology analysjsadditional
detail is provided in th&echnicalAppendix

Table 3-1:

Key Steps in Revised AQ-4 Methodology

Key Step

Details

Identify emission rates developed as f
of 2013 Final EIR for each Projec
Scenario.

T

Identified the final operational emissions data files U
in the Recirculated Draft EIR ang013 Final EIR,
including data files for all five Project Scenarios, and
final data files for the 2010 Baseline (needed for
analysis of PMsand PMo).

No emissions were recalculated for
Scenario.

No construction sources were included.

any Pro

Interpolate emissionsates by source
category for the additional Benchma
Years.

= (=4

2016, 2023, 2035, and 2046/2066 emissions rel
unchanged from the 2013 Final EIR and Appendix
Year 2016 is the assumed opening year of S
operations; year 2023 w
and Truck Rule is expected to be implemengatl
subsume lte CARB Drayage Truck Ruleand year
2046/2066 is representative of full operation and
expected end of the SCIG lease.

Emissions rates from each source category
Benchmark Years 2020 and 2030 were interpolate
LAHD based on adjacent Benchmark Year

Calculate ground level pollutant
concentrations for each Benchmark
Year.

Used same dispersion factors developed in 2013

EIR analysisBecause the same dispersion factors
used, the Revised A@ Methodology is based on all tf
same assumptigrused in the 2013 Final EIRhe same
modeling codes, the same meteorological data, the
monitored background data and the same source in
For each Benchmark Year, muligdl the dispersior
factors fromthe 2013Final EIRdispersion model outpd
by the average emission ratés each operational
emissionssource pollutant and periodn a Benchmark
Year using the same process used in 2013 Final

analysis.

For each Project Scenario, determirttd maximum
total concentrationgand increments .@., MEIS)for each
Benchmark Yearmollutant, and averaging period.

Conduct impact assessments.

Compared the total modeled grouiedel
concentrationgmodeled concentration plus backgrou
concentration from th2013 FinaEIR) to the applicablé
SCAQMD significance thresholds for NO

SCIG Revised Draft EIR
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Key Step Details

1 Compared incremental modeled grodeuel
concentrations above the 2010 Baseline to the appliq
SCAQMD significance thresholds for Riand PM s.

9 Prepared contour diagrams showing (1) the locatio
the MEI and (2) the entire geographic extent of
impacts above the threshold.

1 For exceedances, conducted evaluation of foreset
healthrelated effects of significant concentrati
impactsin compliance with the requirements Bfiant
Ranch

LAHD performed te additional Benchmark Yeanodeling for five project scenarioshe
unmitigated and mitigateBroject, theunmitigated and mitigateReduced Projectand the No
Project (AP s;dhe mitgatedPmjeat and rnitigated Reduced Project are based on
emissions from sources after Mitigation Measure-A@@ consideredMaximum groundlevel
concentration(i.e.,concentrations dhe MEI) for each Benchmark Yefar each Project Scenar

are disclosed in thishapter.To determine signi€ant impacts for each Projecté&hario, LAHD
compared the maximum groutelel concentration in each Benchmark Yé&athe applicable
SCAQMD threshold

1 For NO, the applicable SCAQMIsignificance thresholdsre compared tototal
groundlevel concentrationsn each Benchmark Yed.e., the maximunmodeled
concentration due tBrojectemissions added to thmckgroundconcentration taken
from theRecirculated Draft EIR®

1 ForPMoand PM s the applicable SCAQMD significance thresholds@mpared to
modeled groundevel concentration increments above the 2010 Basabed in the
2013 Final EIR For each Benchmark Year, if theghest concentratiomcrement
would exceedthe applicable threshold, then a significant impaatler CEQAwas
foundfor the receptor at that location (i.e., the ME8gardless ofhe zoningat that
location (e.g., industrial, commercial, residential)

The MEI total groundlevel concentrationsor concentration incremenissedto determinethe
significance of CEQA impact®ll only part of the storyhoweverbecause theglisclose impacts
at only a single locationTo aid understanding of the full nature asxtentof the identified
significant im@cts, thischapter ofthe Revised Draft EIRalso presents contour diagrams (or
isopleths)for each pollutant in eacBenchmarky ear that show the geographic extent afi
exceedancesf the thresholdior themitigated ProjectNo Projectand mitigated Ratted Project

5 Additional calculations for @ncentrations of CO and S@erealso performedising the Revised Draft EIR A@
Methodology for purposes of preparation of this Revised Draft EIRcamfirmedto be below the applicable
significance thresholds in every Benchmark Y@&#is was expected because 2043 Rnal EIR composite modeling
demonstrated that CO and S@pack were less than significant, and analybased on individual Benchmark Year
emission rategsing the Revised Draft EIR A@ Methodologywill necessarilyesult in equal or lower concentrations.
In accordance with the Writ, further disclossifer CO andSQO, are not necessary.
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These diagrams reveahetherresidential and/or sensitive receptasuld experiencsignificant

impacs in any given Benchmark Yealo give an indication of where, within the contours,
significant impactavould be highest, the MEI is also plotted on the contour diagii@beled

i Ma x i @raund LevelCo nc e n tforCxad ro nfdoMa x i mum | mgandéPMe.nt 6 f o
The areas closeotthe edge of the contoline (which represents the applicable SCAQMD
significance threshold)ave modeled concentratiocisserto thethresholdwhile the areasloser

to the MEI would havehigher totalconcentratios or concentration increment$he catour
diagrams are based dhe same modeling domain used in the 2013 Final EIR, which is
considerably larger and more detailed than typically used in CEQA analyses, allowing a depiction
of impacts at considerable distances from the SCIG facility. Nevestehe concentrations are
calculated at discrete receptors spaced in grids throughout the modeling domain. In cases where
an exceedance is calculated at a receptor directly adjacent to a residential area, a significant impact
is conservatively assumedonsistent with the resolution of the modeling and consistent with
CEQA practice

By examining the series of contour diagrams for a particular pollutant in Benchmark Years over
the life of the Project, the decisionakers and the public can evaluate treogsr time.
Specifically, aken together, the contowshowthe location of the impactsheir frequency, and

their durationMoreover, by comparing the ProjeBeduced Projecind No Project contours, the
decisionmakers and the public can compare the impacts of the Project to the impacts of not
building the Projecotr of operatingthe Reduced Project

In theBenchmark Yeaanalyses, significance thresholds remain unchanged tihe2013 Final

EIR. The NQthresholds are absolute thresholds; the modeled impacts from Project operations are
added to the background concentration for the Project vicinity and presented in this analysis as
total groundlevel concentrations. The graddevel concentrations are then compared to the
threshold at each receptdio evaluate Project impacts related to ambient biidcentrations, the
analysis uses three standardsthe federal ihour National Ambient Air Quality Standard
(AINAAQSO) of 188 pg/m, the current SCAQMD N@threshold based on thehour California
ambient air quality standard of 338/m°, and the SCAQMD NGQ; threshold based on the
California annualambient air quality standard &6 pg/m°. Impacts are calculated based on
measured b&ground concentrations plus maximum modeled concentratiBaskground
concentrations are calculated differently for the two stand#rdsthour NAAQSis defined as

the 98" percentile monitored value while thehbur California standard is defined as the
maximum. This difference means that the calculated concentration at a given point is often
differentfor the two standardeven wherapr oj ect 6 s e mi svath toenmesult thate t h e
the contour maps differ between the two measures af NO

The samedispersion factors used to obtain thiegle composite emissions scenaresults
disclosed in the 201Binal EIR areused toobtain the Benchmark Yeaesultsdisclosed in this
Revised Draft EIRBecause¢hesame dispersion factoase used, the Revised AQMethodology
is based on all the same assumptiossd in the 201&inal EIR: the sameamodeling codes, the
samemeteorologtal data, the same monitored background,datd the same source inputs.
Further, the 2010 Baseline is also used to determine concentration incrementsof@and® MV s.
This Revised A-4 Methodology, accordinglyprovides additionaBenchmarkYearinformation
about the singleompositeemissions scenarigisclosed in the 201Binal EIR.
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The result®f the additional analysder theProject No Projectand Reduced Projeate set forth
in Section3.5 of this Chapter As shown below, the ralis provide substantial additional
information about the potential impacts of the Project while largely confirmingigingicance

findings of the single composite emissions scenario in 2083 Final EIR Moreover, the

Benchmark Yeaconcentrationarealwaysequal odower tharthose resulting frorthecomposite
emissionsscenario approaadisedin the 2013Final EIR because they are not based on the peak
value for each source catay regardless of year. Rath#re results of the additional analysis are
based on predicteemissionsn the Benchmark ¥ars, whichvary from year to year based on

multiple factors such as facility throughput, number of trips, engine deterioration and turnover,

regulations, etcThus, the Revised A Methodology is not éypotheticali wo-c a 6 e 0

approach, but rather informs the decisinakeas and the public akasonably foreseeabtapacts
and how thewill vary overthe lifespan of the Project.

Finally, for exceedances @CAQMD thresholds, LAHD conducted an evaluation of whether

significant ambient criteria air pollutant concentration impacts would result in any foreseeable
health effects. LAHD conducted this review to provide additional information and disclosures of
foreseeabldealthrelated effects from ambient air pollutant concentrations above the applicable

SCAQMD thresholds, of to the extent such disclosure is not possibkn evidencéacked

explanation of why such information is not obtainable. The evaluation compitesthe
requirements oSierra Club v. County of Fresn@018) 6C a |
t h e -7 2anMalysi® forFtoxic aif contamiRats, whc) remains

unrel ated to
unchanged.

. 5t rianbRagchd | i

and

The Revised A Methodology allowghe public andlecisionmakers to answer the following

guestions based on the additional information provided in this Revised Draft EIR:

1 Do exceedances occur over the life of the Project or are they limited in duration?

1 What is the geographic distribution of the maxim@xceedances? What is the

geographic extent of any exceedances at the beginning and end of the Project lifespan,
and at each Benchmark Year? To what extent do residential areas and sensitive

receptors experience significant impacts as a result of the exws=dduring the life

of the Project?

1 Do significant offsite air pollutant impacts from the Project increase or decrease over

time? Do they change locations, and if so, why?

1 How does the Project compare, both in both the scope of any exceedances and their
geographic distribution, with the No Project and Reduced Project scenarios at different

points in
3.5. IMPACTS AND MITIGATION

3.5.1 INTRODUCTION

A

tydaelifespan@ j ect 0 s

50

The Benchmark Year concentratiofa the UnmitigatedProject(also referred to simply as the
Project) Unmitigated Reduced Projecftalso referred to simply as Reduced Projeat)d No
Project set forth irthis sction provide substantial additional information about the potential
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impacts of thevarious senarioswhile generallyconfirming thesignificance conclusionsf the
single composite emissions scenapproactihat was presented the2013 Final EIRMoreover,
the Benchmark Year concentrations are alwaysal to olower than those resulting from the
compasite emissions scenario approach used 2018 Final EIRbecausgin keeping with the
holding in City of Long Beacland the requirements of the Wiihey are not based on the peak
value for each source category regardless of year.

Exceedances of CEQg#gnificance thresholder NOz, PMio, and PM sare summarized in Table
3-2, andarefurther discussenh Section 3.2 (for NO), andin Section3.53 (for PMioand PM s).
Each section includes:

9 adiscussion of source contributicosthe MESE;

1 disclosure of the geographic extemd durationof exceedances through a series of

contour mapsinda summary ofotal ground levetoncentrationsr incrementgi.e.,
MEISs);

9 adiscussion of health effescconsistent witlfrriant Ranch

For further information on theffects ofMitigation Measure A®7 on theProject and Reduced
ProjectscenariosSection3.5.33 includes particulate matter concentration impact tablebdtr
theunmitigated ananitigatedProject and Reduced ProjecenariosBecausaMitigation Measure
AQ-7 only affects exceedances of -Bdur and annualPMio and 24-hour PM.s NGO,

concentrationsare the same for the mitigated and unmitigated Project and Reduced Project

scenariosAs shown in Section 3.5.3.Blitigation Measure A®7 did not reduce any unmitigated
Project orunmitigatedReducedProjectimpacs to below therelevant significancéhreshold.

Table 3-2: Additional AQ-4 Dispersion Modeling by Benchmark Year -- Summary of
Exceedances of Significance Criteria
" " Unmitigated Mitigated
Pollutant Unmltl_gated M|t|g_ated No Project Reduced Reduced
Project Project . .
Project Project
1-hourNG; All Benchmark | All Benchmark Al All Benchmark | All Benchmark
(federal and Benchmark
Years Years Years Years
state) Years
2016, 2035, 2016, 2035, 2016, 2016,
AnnualNG: | 504612066 2046/2066 None 2046/2066 2046/2066
24-hourPM All Benchmark | All Benchmark | 2035, All Benchmark | All Benchmark
0 | vears Years 2046/2066 Years Years
2020, 2023, 2020,2023, 2035 2020, 2023, 2020,2023,
AnnualPMye | 2030, 2035, 2030, 2035, 20 46}2066 2030, 2035, 2030, 2035,
2046/2066 2046/2066 2046/2066 2046/2066
2016, 2020, 2016, 2020, 2016, 2020, 2016, 2020,
24-hourPMes | 5053 2023 None 2023 2023
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Source Contribution.The term fisource contributioe® refer

switcher locomotives, linehaul locomotives, railyard equipment, drayage trucks, worker vehicles,
nonSCIG tenant vehicles, etcgontributing toa modeledconcentrationat a given receptor

location The mixofs our ce contri butions varies from rece

proximity to various sourceshe rate of emissions of those sourcesd the changes in source
activity over the period dhe analysisThe location of the maximum receptor may vary from year

to year due to chang@s emissionsand correspondingly, source contribution at the maximum
receptor may also changMajor categories ofsources include the equipment and vehicles
associated with the Alternate Business Location sites-@0IG tenans), including the trucks,
locomotivesandCHE; CHE operatingatthe SCIG railyarcandSCIG drayage trucksnd under

the No Project scenarithe trucks that woultravel between the miae terminals andB NS F 6 s
Hobart intermodal railyard near downtown Los Angeladditional information on source
contributions to maximum modeled concentrations can be found in Section 3.2 of the Technical
Appendix.For detailed charts osource contributins see the Technical AppendBection 2.

Geographic Extent Contour diagrans of the geographic distribution of exceedanoéghe
applicable SCAQMD thresholdare presented for each pollutaarid averaging timén each
Benchmark Year. EacHiagrampresentsa greenline of constant concentratiofan isopleth)
corresponding to the value of trdevantSCAQMD significancethreshold. The areas within the
contours represent locationsutside the Project boundarieshere calculated pollutant
concentrations would exceed the SCAQMD threshold® areaswithin the contour that are
nearer to the contour lifeave modeledbtal concentrationsr incrementsloser to the threshold
level, while areagarther from the contouine andcloser to the MEI have highenodeledtotal
concentrations or increments.some diagrams, the green contour line is not immediately apparent
because of the small size of the area(s) of exceedanases where no exceedances would occur
outside the Projedboundariesnodiagramis presented.

Each figure alsadentifiesthe location of the MEIThe figures presenting results for \and

PMz s showboththe receptor where the maximum modeled concentration occurs and the receptor
wherethemaxmum CEQA i ncr eme ntr. )pas explained apdvea digeificance a s
for PMyo and PM s under CEQA is based on the incremabbve baselinenot thetotal ground

level concentrationThese figures also depitte locatios of thesensitivereceptos in thegeneral

vicinity of the SCIG site

The figuresshowthe areas andbcationsthatwould experience significant impactBhey show,

for example, whether residential areas, schools, or other sensitive receptors would experience
significant impacts in any given Benchmark Year. When taken togetiey show how the

location of significant impacts compares undlee Project, Reduced Project, and No Project
scenariosFurther,whentaken together, thiggures show thehange in locatin of impactsover

the lifespan of the Projecs well aghetemporal trendsf the significanimpacts

Health Effects This discussion of the potential health effects of criteria air pollutant imjcts
presentecconsistentwith Friant RanchPot ent i al heal th effects ar
emissions affectingmbient concentrationasconsideredn Impact AQ4. This discussion is not

a new impact assessmegbtit rather provides supplemental information related to the significant

air quality concentrationmpactsthat aredisclosedin this Revisd Draft EIR Health effects
information was acquired through a review of available literature published by the SCAQMD,
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CARB, and EPAThe discussion considers the lazad healtheffectsof the modeled ambient
concentrations

SCAQMD significance thresholds are designed to attain or maintain state and federal ambient air
quality standards, which in turn were established at levels designed to protect public health. If a
project 6s mpactscde nat exeeed SCAQMD significance thresholds, they can be
presumed to not have substantial adverse health effects.

Total modeled concentrations acohcentrationincrements thaéxceed SCAQMD significance
thresholds can be presumed to have adveesdth effectshowever,LAHD is unaware of a
acceptechvailablemethodology thatauld accurately quantify local health effects frambient
NO2, PMs or PMio concentrations associated with an individual profscich as the SCIG
Project)that haslocalized, rather than regiemide, effects Therefore, the extent to which local
adverse health effects can be identified in #malysisis limited to (a) defining the geographical
area of significant local impactsh)(estimaing the frequency of significant local impacts; (c)
presenting the magnitude of the significant local impacts; arguéitativelydescribing the types
of adverse health effects associated with exposuoeroentrations oNO,, PM 25 andPMjg
exceeding SCAQMD thresholds.

NO: is also an ozone precursor. However, because ozone is formed sometime later and downwind
from its precursor emission source (ERA18, ozone behaves as a regional pollutant rather than

a local pollutant. For exampldwe highest ozone concentrations are not found in urban areas close
to the concentrated sources of its precursors, but rather in suburban and rural areas downwind of
these sources (EPA, 2013Bccurate and meaningful models do not exist to predict how loca
increasesn ozone precursor emissions affect regional ozone concentratiorsngmesulting

health effectsTherefore, the potential health effects associated with ozone exposure are outside
the scope of this analysis.

3.5.2 NITROGEN DIOXIDE (NO2)

3.5.2.1 Source Contributions

The main sourceontributiors of NO» differ among the pollutamheasurement categorigishour
federal, thour stateannual) andoroject scenaris. For both federal and statehour NO>, the
main source contributiorte the maximum modeled concentratiarall Benchmark Years for the
Projectandthe Reduced Projedcenariogrenon-SCIG tenan{as noted on Chapter 2, associated
with the Alternate Business LocatiQr@HE andnonSCIG tenanbn-site andoff-sitetrucks and

to a much lesser degre8CIG onsite trucks For the No Project scenario, the main source
contributionsof 1-hour NOz in all Benchmark Years amonSCIG tenant CHE an@n-site and
offsite trucks, ando a much lesser degreégbart trucks (i.e., trucks going émd fromthe Hobart
intermodal facilityusing the 4710 freewaythat would, under the Projegto to and fromthemuch
closerSCIG facility). The Hobart trucks would produce emissions alond-tHE) freeway otheir
routesbetween th&ortsand the Hobart facility.

For annual NQunder the Project and Reduced Project scenariosS@d6 tenant CHE anglon
SCIG tenant ofsitetrucks are the main source contributions at the maximum recepto? Q23
butafter 2023 the location of the maximum impact changes to be nearer the SCHBEEEIG
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onsiteand oftsitetrucks become the main contributing souféer the No Project scenario, the
main source contributions tbe maximum modelednnualNO; concentrationn all Benchmark
Yearsare noRSCIG tenant CHEnonSCIG tenantocomotives andnon-SCIG tenantrucks(all
sourcevn-site).

For the Project and Reduced Projscienarios1-hour and annual NfOconcentrationsvould
change ovetime in response to two separate groups of emissions soiNoasSCIG enant
emissionswvould decreas as trucks and€CHE turn over and are replaced with cleaner and more
efficient vehiclesAt the same time, traffic to the SCK#e would increase as cargbroughput
rises. These two processes result in smaller areas of significant impacts over time mear the
SCIGtenant sites, with some small increases in later years near the SCH#Smigally along the
southern bordesf the site Overall maximumconcentrations generaltiecrease oveime and the
significant impact areas shrikdshift slightly north and closer to the SCIG site.

Emissions from not8CIG tenant sources in later years would be higher under the No Project
scenario than under the Rrot because ne8CIG tenants would handle a larger share of Port
throughput under the No Projesttenarichan under the Project.

3.5.2.2 Geographic Distribution of NO2 SCAQMD Threshold Exceedances

The geographiextentof the NQ exceedancesf SCAQMD thresholdsind the locations of the
maximum total ground leveloncentrations (i.e., the MEIs) for thentur federal, dhour state,

and annual concentrations of MNOr the Poject No Projectand Reduced Projestenariosn all
Benchmark Yearare showron the contour diagramdentified in Table 33 and included at the

end of Section 3.5.2,Zhemaximum total ground leveloncentrationsf NO; (i.e., the MEISs) for

the federal 1-hour, state 1-hour, and annuastandard arealso provided in Table 3. In the
discussion below, the geographic distribution of exceedances, and thus of significant impacts, is
discussed separately for each Benchmark Yeadifioeission alsdisclose the temporal pattern

of exceedanced he contou diagrams show the areastsidethe Project sitevhereexceedances

of significance thresholdsayoccur.Each figureshows the location of the MEs well asgreen
contourline corresponding to the value of the relevant SCAQMD significance thre3tadrea

within the contourline represerd locations outside the Projecite where modeled total
concentrations would exceed the SCAQMD thresholds. The areas closer to the inner edge of the
contour line have concentrations closer to the threshold, wiglareas closer to the MEI would

have higheconcentrations
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Summary of Contour Diagrams Showing Geographic Extent of NO»
2 Exceedances of Applicable Thresholds for Project, No Project, and Reduced Project
3 Scenarios

Applicable
Pollutant SF()SAQMD Ber;cQ::ark Project No Project ReducedProject
Threshold
2016 Figure 3-1 Figure 3-16 Same as Project
2020 Figure 3-2 Figure 3-17 Same as Project
1-hourfederal 2023 Figure 3-3 Figure 3-18 Same as Project
188 % g 2030 Figure 34 Figure 3-19 Figure 3-28
2035 Figure 3-5 Figure 3-20 Figure 3-29
2046/2066 |Figure 3-6 Figure 3-21 Figure 3-30
2016 Figure 37 Figure 3-22 Same as Project
2020 Figure 38 Figure 3-23 Same as Project
NO 1-hourstate 2023 Figure 39 Figure 3-24 Same as Project
338ug/m? 2030 Figure 310 Figure 3-25 Figure 331
2035 Figure 311 Figure 3-26 Figure 332
2046/2066 |Figure 312 Figure 3-27 Figure 333
2016 Figure 313 No exceedancegSame as Project
2020 No exceedancesNo exceedancegNo exceedances
Annual 2023 No exceedancesiNo exceedancesNo exceedances
57 &g/ 2030 No exceedancesNo exceedancegNo exceedances
2035 Figure 314 No exceedancesNo exceedances
2046/2066 |Figure 315 No exceedancegFigure 334

Bold text indicatesBenchmark Years in whicht least oneontour diagram shoswsignificantimpactsto sensitive

receptorsand/or residential areas

Figures of PollutanThresholdBenchmark Year combinations without exceedances can be found in Amfidike
Technical Appendix.
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Los Angeles Harbor Department

NO, Maximum Offsite Ground-Level Concentrations Associated with the
Project, No Project, and Reduced Project Scenarios for Each Benchmark Year (CEQA
Significant Impacts)

Maximum Total Ground-Level | Sensitive Receptors or Residential Area
SCAQMD | Benchmark Eor':/TI(Ealntratlc/)n . Affected?
Threshold Year (aka ) ( g/m)
Project N.O Redgced Project No Project Redgced
Project Project Project
2016 799 877 799  Multiple Numerous |Multiple
2020 743 791 743  [sensitive sensitive sensitive
2023 700 797 700 _ receptors and receptors anfreceptors ang
2030 536 673 59 pomesmall farge - some small
1-hour residential aregresidential residential
federal 2035 418 635 407 areas areas In
2016, 2020
188eg/m’ and 2023,
2046/2066 423 646 411 Impacts
would bethe
same as the
Project
2016 902 980 902 None Multiple None
1-hour 2020 846 894 846 sensitive
state 2023 803 830 803 receptors an
2030 639 776 632 fgg‘ deei?;‘"
338eg/m® 2035 521 738 510 reas
2046/2066 526 749 514
2016 58.2 56.1 58.2 |None None None
2020 56.6 54.7 56.6
Annual 2023 55.4 53.7 55.4
57 £g/n? 2030 57.0 53.5 525
2035 63.4 53.4 55.7
2046/2066 66.2 53.6 57.6

Note:Bold text indicates exceedance of a significance threshold

Summary of Geographicand Temporal Impacts

Project: In general, as the contour diagrams shibw significantimpactsof the Project scenario
related to NQwould be largely confined to industrial areas adjacent to the Project site and along
local roadsHowever, exceedancesttie EhourNO: federalstandad would result in significant
impactsto a small areaf residential useas well assensitive receptoris West Long Beachin

all Benchmark Years, impacts from the Project tséhareas would be less, both in intensity and
geographic area, than undBetNo Project scenario. This is partially because under the Project,
non-SCIG tenant sources would be relocated to the Alternate Business Locations, which are farther
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away from residential areas and sensitive receptors than the Projésfraite those eeas For
thestatel-hourNO, andannual NQ standardssignificantimpacts would bé&mited to industrial
uses in theicinity of the Project site, particularly surrounding the Alternate Business Locations
andthe Projectvould nothave significantmpacs onresidential areas or sensitive receptors.

No Proect The No Project scenar i o6 swosld ke niddspready n t
particularly in the earlier Benchmark Yeadue to exceedances die hour NO: federal
standard. At their maximupmn 2016 those impacts wouldxtendwestof the facility overmuch

of Wilmington, including several sensitive receptors and a substantial area of residential uses;
south to cover most afie Port of Long Beacheast to includ&Veg Long Beach andhuch of the

City of Long Beachsouth of Willow Street and west of Cherry Aver(ugth a narrow extension

to the Traffic Circleareg; and north tancludethe UpperWestside of Long Beaciindalong the

I-710 freewayroughly to Del AmoBoulevard (which couldinclude limited residential areas
adjacent to the highwaydue to increased truck traffic traveling to the Hobart railyard that
otherwise would be diverted to the closer SCIG site under the Project scenario

Exceedances of thetour NO, statestandard would not affect Wilmington in any Benchmark
Year but would have significant impacts on a few sensitive receptors and a small residential area
in West Long Beach in every Benchmark Y.ear

The No Project scenarigould notresult inexceedancesf theannual NQ standard in any of the
Benchmark Years.

Reduced Project The Reduced Projeccenariowould havethe same impactas the Project
through 2023 when throughpwould bethe samglower cargovolumeswould only come ind
play for years 2030 and latethereafter the impactgould be somewhat smalldran those of the
Projectin both intensity and geographical extent.

More detailed informatioabout the geographic extent of the impacts over isnpeesergd in the
descriptions of the Benchmark Years below.

2016NO:2 Impacts

Project: As shown in Figure 3, themaximum total groundevel concentration of 98.8 ug/m?

(the MEI) for the thourfederalstandard in 2016 would occur at the seuttedge of the Akrnate
Business Locations, reflecting that the main source contribudiothee MEIwould be norSCIG
tenant CHE and trucks relocated from the Project $ihe. area of exceedance of the standard
would predominanthie in the industrial region south ofdtProject site down to Channel Two

the Port of Long BeachHowever, the contour plot shows exceedances extending eastward a short
distance into West Long Beach, affectiggidentialareasand sensitive recepto(se., Century
Villages at Cabrillo and Bethudgansitional Centgimmediately to the east of the southeast edge
of the Project siteThese residential areas and sensitive receptonelatesely near the edge of
the contourline and away from the MEI, indigay concentrations closer to the threshieieel.

The area osignificantimpacts also extendsestward to affect residential areas aaohsitive
receptors(Wilmington Park Elementary School and a daycare faciliy)the eastside of
Wilmington. In thoseareas which arenear theedgeof the area of exceedana@ncentrations
would be marginally above the standard
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Modeling shows that no exceedances of thedr statestandard would occur in areas containing
residences or sensitive receptors in 2016.Hlmeoj ect 0 s e x chewdatestandarsl o f
(MEI = 901.8 ug/n) would be confined to industrial areas adjacent to the Alternate Business
Locationsup to the southwestern edge of the faciligflecting that the main source contributions

at the MEIwould be norSCIG tenant CHE and esite trucks (Figure-3).

The annuaNO; standardvould beslightly exceededMEI = 58.2 pg/ni) in asmall industrial area
at theeastborderof the Alternate Business Location (Figur&é3®. Noresidential aresor sensitive
receptorsvould experience significant impacts.

No Project: As Figure 316 shows, thenaximum total groundevel concentration 0877.4ug/m?

(the MEI) for the thour feceral standard in 201%would occurat the south border of the faciljty
with nonSCIG tenant CHE and né®CIG tenant onsite trucks being the largest contributors to
the MEL Thessignificantimpacts of the No Projestcenariovould extend west of thiacility to
include much of Wilmingtorfwith an extension along Harry Bridges Boulevard as far west as |
110), south to cover much of the Port of Long Beach, east to include much of the City of Long
Beach south of Willow Street and west of Cherry Avenuh(a narrow extensioalong PCHo

the Traffic Circle area), and north along th&l0 freeway, including thepperWesside ofLong
Beach Accordingly, mostresidences and sensitive receptors in West Long Baathumerous
residences and some sensitieeeptorsin Wilmington would experience significant impacts
related toconcentrationgxceeding thd-hourfederalstandardThe modeledl-hourfederalNO:
concentrationsf the No Projecscenaridor 2016 aresubstantiallytarger tharthose othe Projet,

and a large portion of them are attributed to-8&@1G tenant ofkite truckswhich have different
routes than the SCIG trucks in the Praject

Exceedances diie1-hourstatestandard in 2016 would be substantially less extemsigeeathan
in the case ofhe federaktandargalthough the MEI would be somewhat high@8q.4ug/nr).
As Figure 322 shows, a smallesidentialarea and sensitive receptdr®., Century Villages at
Cabrillo and Bethund@ransitional Centgrin West Long Beach wadd experience significant
impacts. No significant impacts would occur alorgLD.

The No Project scenario would not result in any exceedances of the annusthNdard in 2016.

Reduced Project In 2016,the Reduced Projewetould be identical to the Pjgctand would have
the sameéMEI and geographignpacts as described above aasiddepicted in Figure3-1, 3-7 and
3-13

2020NOz2 Impacts

Project: As shown in Figure 2, themaximum total groundevel concentration o742.6ug/m?
(the MEI) for thel-hour federalstandard in 2020 wouldgainoccur at the south edge of the
Alternate Business LocatioriBhe area of exceedance of the standard woaitinue to be largely
confinedto the industrial region south of the Project site. However, the contagrasn shows
exceedances extending eastward a short distance into West Long @whaetestward into
Wilmington, although not as far in either direction as in 2016. Impaatsd continue taffect a
few residentiabreasand sensitive receptons West Lorg Beach andVilmington, although not
as many as in 201&s in 2016 concentrationgn those areasvould be marginally above the
standardThe mainemissioncontributorsat the MEIwould continue tdbe norSCIGtenant CHE

SCIG Revised Draft EIR 32 May 2021

t



O©CoOoO~NOOUOILA, WNBE

=
o

PR R RERRRRE
~No oA WNER

NNDN PR
NP O OO0

N
w

NN
(S F N

26

27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39

Los Angeles Harbor Department

and trucks The decrease in the ®nt and severity of impacfsom 2016is due toreduced
emissionsfrom nonSCIG tenantirucks as a result of fleet turnovelriven by anticipation of
C A R BTauek and Bus Rulslated to take effect in023

Modeling for the 1-hour statestandardshows thathe MEI of 845.55ug/m® would, as in 2016,

occur in the area of the Alternate Business LocationexX¢eedances of thehbur statestandard

would occur in areas containing residences or
the stée standard would be confined to industrial areas adjacent to the Alternate Business
Locationsand in the southwestern edge of the faciligflecting that the main source contributions

at the MEIwould continue tdbe nonSCIG tenant CHE and trucks (Figus-8).

The Project would not cause any exceedances of the annual standard at anyito288an

No Project As Figure 317 shows, the maximum total groufelel concentration of 791 5g/m’
(the MEI) for the Xhour federal standard in 20 would occur at the south border of t8€IG
facility, with nonSCIG tenant CHE and ne®CIG tenant onsite trucks being the largest
contributors to the MEIThe area experiencing a significant impact wouldrnaller than ir2016
butnumerous residencendsensitive receptors West Long Beachthe western half othe City

of Long Beach east of the Los Angeles Riard inapproximately half oWilmington would
continue toexperience significant impacts relatecet@weedances of tiehour federabktardard

Exceedances of theHour statestandard in 2020 wouldffecta less extensive area than in the
case of the federal standard, although the MEI would be somewhat higher (894.45 pg/m

Figure 323 shows, a small residential area anchumber ofsersitive receptors in West Long

Beach including several schoolould continue teexperience significant impacts. No significant
impacts would occur along710.

The No Project scenario would not result in any exceedances of the anrusthNdard in 220.

Reduced Project In 2020,the Reduced Projeatould beidenticalto the Projecand would have
the same MEI and geographic impaassdescribed above aaddepicted in Figures-2 and 38.

2023NO2 Impacts

Project: As shown in Figure -3, themaximum total groundevel concentration 07004 pg/m?

(the MEI) for the thourfederalstandard in 202would, as in previous yearsccur at the south

edge of the Alternate Business Locations. Most of the area of exceedance of the standard would
lie in the industrial region south of the Project bigeause, as in 2016 and 2020, the main sources
contributing to the MEWwould be norSAG tenant CHE and truckslowever, the contour diagram
shows exceedances extending eastward a short distance into West Longrigkeaelstward into
Wilmington, although not as far in either direction as in 208020.Impacts would continue to

affect afew residentialareasand sensitive receptoia West Long Beach and a very small
residential area in Wilmington between Young and Grant streets and Alameda Street and Blinn
Avenue As in previous Benchmark Yearsoncentrationsn those areasvould be margnally

above the standar@he decrease in the extent and severity of impatgared to 2016 and 2020

is due tocontinuedredudionsin emissiongor nonSCIG tenant trucks as a result of fleet turnover
driven byC A R BTouxk and Bus Rule taking effect 2023.
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Modeling for thel-hour statestandard shows that the MEI 803.4pg/m® would, as in previous
years, occur in the area of the Alternate Business Locattogsre 39). No exceedances of the
1-hour statestandard would occur in areasntaining residences or sensitive receptors ir8202

rather,the Pr oj ect 0s

exceedances

w anuthedvicirbtye oftcteo n f i n e

Alternate Business Locationandthe areaof exceedance would be substantially smadhan in
previous yars reflecting thedecreasing emissions ofain source contribats non-SCIG tenant

CHE and trucks.

The Project would not cause any exceedances of the annual standard at anyito2888n

No Project As Figure 318 shows, the maximum total growtelel concentration of 72dg/m’

(the MEI) for the thourfederalstandard in 2B3 would occur at the south border of ®€IG
facility. Non-SCIG tenant CHE and né®CIG tenant onsite truckeould be the largest
contributors to the MEIThe area experiencing a significant impact wouldsibeller than in
previous yearsdHowever,significant impacts wouldontinue taoccur in approximately orthird

of Wilmington, all of West Long Beach, and the portion of Long Beach between the Los Angeles
River and approximately Long Beach Boulevamdcluding residential areas and sensitive

receptors in these areas.

Exceedances of theHourstatestandard in 2023 would be substantially less extensive in area than
in the case of the federal standardhaligh the MEI would be somewhat higher (830 |Ry/rAs
Figure 324 shows, a small residential area a®Veralsensitive receptors in West Long Beach
includingtwo schoolsthe Century Villages at Cabrill@and Bethund&ransitional Centemwould
continueto experience significant impacts. No significant impacts would occur at@ig.lThe
decrease in the geographical extehtexceedanefrom 2020 to 2023s due to decreasing
emissions from trucksvhich in turnis a result of fleet turnover driven BAR B éI'sick and Bus

Ruleslated tdbegin in 2023.

As in previous yearshe No Project scenario would not result in any exceedances of the annual

NO- standard in 202

Reduced Project In 2023, the Reduced Projewetould be identical to the Projeahd would have
the sameéMEIl and geographignpacts as described above aasldepicted in Figures-3 and 39.

2030NOz2 Impacts

Project: As shown in Figure &, themaximum total groundevel concentration 0635.6ug/m®
(the MEI) for the 1hour federabktandard in 280 would occuron the south lead tracks running
between twdlternate Business Locationa short distance north of its location in previous years
Most of the area of exceedance of the standard would lie in the industrial region soetProfelt
site However, a smallesidentialareaandseveralsensitive receptoiis West Long Beackvould
continue toexperience significant impactk thoseareas, concentrations woubg marginally
above the standardgjiventhe proximity to the edgef the area oexceedanceThis patternis
similar to the case iprevious yearsbut in 20 evenfewer residential and sensitive receptors
would experience concentratioaBove the threshold he aea of exeedancelepicted inFigure
3-4 is slightly different in shape compared 2023 due to thechanges in emissiorsources
wheren sourcecontributions from not8CIG tenant CHEvould bedeclining related to natural
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equipment turnovemwhile SCIG truck emissionsould begin to ncrease as the Projécsargo

throughputincreases

Modeling for thel-hour statestandard shows that the MEI of 63@/m® would, as in previous
years, occur in the area of the Alternate Business LocafiBigsire 310). The
exceedances of thehbur statestandard would be confined to industrial argathe vicinity of
the Alternate Business Locatigesmdno excedances would occur in areas containing residences
or sensitive receptor$he areaf exceedance would be smaller thapiavious years, reflecting
the continued decrease in emissionshefmain source contributareonSCIG tenant CHE and

trucks.

Projec

TheProject would not cause any exceedances of the annual standard at any location in 2030.

No Project: As Figure 319 shows, the maximum total growhelvel concentration of 673ig/m?
(the MEI) for the Xhour federal standard in 20 would occur at the sduborder of theSCIG
facility, with nonSCIG tenant CHE and neBICIG tenant onsite trucks the largest contributors to
the MEI.The area experiencing a significant impact woulgdry similar to2023 only somewhat
smaller in extentAccordingly, fewer residences and sensitive receptors in Long Beach and in

Wilmington would experience significant impacts relatecxeeedances of thfederal 1-hour

standardA larger area ofignificant impacts along the7110 freewaycompared to prgous years
reflects the increasing emissions of Hobart truwsdlingincreasing?ortthroughput

Exceedances of the-Hour state standard in 2030 would be substantially less extensive in
geographic exterthan in the case of the federal standard oaigin the MEI would be somewhat
higher (776.1 pg/if). As Figure 325 shows,essentially the samsmall residential area and
sensitive receptors in West Long Beach would experience significant inagaotprevious years

As in previous yearshe No Projet scenario would not result in any exceedances of the annual

NO- standard in 280.

Reduced Project As shown in Figure-28, the maximuntoncentration (the MEFpr the Xhour

federal standard in 2030 (5299/m°) would be somewhat smaller in magnitudend the

geographical exterdf exceedances of the standard would be tessiin the casef the Project.
The maximuntoncentratiorwould be located at the Alternate Business Locations.

Similarly, for the Zhour statestandard, the maximugobncentratiorin 2030 (632ug/nT’) would
be locatedn the soutledge of the Alternate Business Locati¢Rgure 331). This reflects that
the main sources contributing to the maximemncentratiorin 2030would benon-SCIG tenant
CHE and trucksNo residential areas gsensitive receptorgould experience significantpacs.

The Reduced Projestenariovould not result in any exceedances of the annual st@hdardn

2030

2035NO0z2 Impacts

Project: As shown in Figure-8, themaximum total ground levebncentration of18 pg/m? (the

MEI) for the Thour federal standard in 38would occuron the south lead tracks between two
Alternate Business Locationas was the case in 203dost of the area of exceedance of the
standard would lie in industrial regs south of the Project siteetween, approximately, Alameda
Street and Santa Fe Aveniliowever, exceedancesuld alsoextend eastward a short distance

SCIG Revised Draft EIR

35

May 2021



O~NO OIS WNE

Los Angeles Harbor Department

into West Long Beaclhaving significant impacts ansmallresidentialareaandseverakensitive
receptorsincluding schoolsthe Century Villages at Cabrill@and Bethundransitional Center
Concentrationsn that areavould be marginally above the standamgiventhe proximity to the
edgeof thearea ofexceedancdn addition,changes in source gtibutionsdue to reducedon
SCIG tenant CHEemissions related to natural equipment turnovand increase&CIG truck
emissiongrelated taincreasing throughputvould result insmall areas ofexceedancesearthe
southend of the F710 freeway, in the Port of Long BeacNo residential areas or sensitive
receptoravould experiencesignificantimpacsin these areas.

Modeling for thel-hour statestandardFigure 311) shows that the MEI of 52g/m® would, as

in previous years, occun the area of the Alternate Business Locatiomsceedances of the
standard would occur theead at the south edge of the SG#8ility. No exceedances of the 1

hour statestandard would occur in areas containing residences or sensitive receptors.in 2035
Compared to previous yearfetareas ofexceedanceround the Alternate Business Locations
would decrease in siz&hile thosenear theSCIG facility would increase slightly, reflecting the
continuel decrease in emissions of R8CIG tenant CHE and truskand the increased
contribution of SCIG onsite trucks.

In 2035, unlike in previous yearghe annual standard would be excee(MB| = 63.4 pg/nr)

(Figure 314), but the exceedaneeould belimited tosmallaresa | ong t he Pr oj ect
boundaryin the Dominguez Channelnda small areatthe south edge of tHeCIG facility. No
residences or sensitive receptors would be affected

No Project: As Figure 320shows, the maximum total ground level concentration of 634/
(the MEI) for the Thour federal standard in 20 would occur at the south border of ®€IG
facility. Non-SCIG tenant CHE and né®CIG tenant onsite trucksould be the largest
contributors to the MEIThe areaf exceedanceould besmaller than ipreviousyears However,
residences and sensitive receptors in West Long Beaoly Beach east of the Los Angeles River,
and Wilmington wouldcontinue toexperience significant impacts relatedtie federal 1-hour
NO: standardSignificant impactsvould continueto occur in small areaaong the 1710 freeway
possibly including a few residences adjacent to the freewagddition increasing numbers of
Hobart truck tripavould causdhe exceedancds spread northward aloriye freewayas far as
Artesia Boulevad/SR 91

Exceedances of theHourstatestandard in 2035 would be substantially less extensive in area than
in the case of the federal standard, although the MEI would be somewhat higher (737)7 pg/m
As Figure 326 showsunlike with the Projecta snall residential area amabssiblyother sensitive
receptors in West Long Beach in the vicinitytbé Century Villages at Cabrillo and Bethune
Transitional Centewould experience significant impacts. No significant impacts would occur
along +710.

The No Project scenario would not result in any exceedances of the annustdd@ard in 285.

Reduced Project As shown in Figure 29, the Reduced Projecscenariéd s max i mum

concentration (the MEFpr the1-hour federalstandardn 2035 (406.61g/m®) would be somewhat
smaller in magnitudéhanin the casef the Project. Th&IEI would be located at the Alternate
Business Locationg.he geographical extenf exceedances of the standard would bethess in

the case of the Projedout the Reduced Projestenari®@ s e x ¢ e e d a-hourdeslerab f  t
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standard would nevertheless have significant impacts on a small residential area and a few
sensitive receptorm the vicinity of the Century Villages at Cabrillo and Bethune Tramstio
Center

For the thourstatestandard, the Reduced Projscenarié MEI (509.6 pg/ni) would be located
on the soutlkedge of the Alternate Business Locati@Rgure 332). This reflectghe factthat the
main sources contributing to the maximaanentrationin 2035would benon-SCIG tenant CHE
and trucksNo residential areas or sensitive receptors would experience significant imebetetds
to the thourstatestandard.

The Reduced Projestenariovould not result in any exceedances ofdheaual NQ standard in
2035.

2046/2066\ 02 Impacts

Project: As shown in Figure-8, themaximum total ground levebncentration of23ug/m? (the
MEI) for the Xhourfederalstandard in 206 (and thereafter until the end of the project in 2066)
would ocar on the south lead tracks between #ternate Business Locations. Most of the area
of exceedance of the standard would lie in the industrial region south of the Projbetwséen,
approximately Alameda Street and Santa Fe Averd@wever, as in all previous years
exceedancewould extend eastward a short distance into West Long Beach, affectinwla
residentialareaand sensitive receptoréncluding Century Villages at Cabrillo and Bethune
Transitional Centgr Concentrationsn that areavould be marginally above the standagiven

the proximity to the edgef the area ofexceedance. The areas of exceedance in 2046 expand
slightly compared tgrevious yearslue to the changes in source contributjosgsecifically
reducechonSCIG tenant CHEs result ohatural equipment turnoveand increase8CIG truck
emissions as Project throughput reaches capacity, which is reflected byatesgeoexceedances
near the south end die F710freeway in the Port of Long BeadHowever no residential areas
or sensitive receptorgould experience significant impadisthese areas

For thel1-hour statestandargthe MEI of 526.1ug/m® would, as in previous years, ocantirely

in theindustrialarea of the Alternate Business Locatioaad the south edge of the SCIG site
(Figure 312). No exceedances of thehbur statestandard would occur iresidentialareas oat
sensitive receptors in 204dinor changes in the size and configuration of the areas of exceedance,
compared tgrevious yearseflect the continue decrease in emissions of8GIG tenant CHE

and trucks, and the increased contribution of SCIG onsite trucks.

Similar to 2035,the annual standard would b&ceeed (66.23ug/n?). As Figure 315 shows,
exceedancewould only occur in assmall areea | ong t he Project siteods
Dominguez Channel, and the south edge of the fadNityresidences or sensitive receptors would

be affected.

No Project: As Figure 321 shows, the maximum total ground levehcentration of 645.jdg/m?
(the MEI)for the Ehour federal standard in 26 would as in previous yearsgccur at the south
border of the mai®ClGfacility. Non-SCIG tenant CHE and né®CIG tenant onsite trucksould

be the largest contributors to the MHIhe area experiencing a significant impact would be
essentially unchanged in an ead&st directionfrom 2035 but the nortksouth extent would be
greater, Wh areas of exceedance extendifegther northward beyond S®L and farther
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southward in the Port of Long BeacAccordingly, impacts onresidetial ares and sensitive
receptors in Long Beach and Wilmington woblsimilar to those in 2035, but signdit impacts
could affect additional small areas alorgli0 north of the Project arélaan in 2035As in 2035,
the increasingexceedance areadongthe 710 freeway in later years reflects the increasing
emissions of Hobart trucks, tied to increasingtighputat the Ports

Exceedances of theHourstatestandard in 2035 would be substantially less extensive in area than
in the case of the federal standard, although the MEI would be somewhat high@n748).

As Figure 327 shows,unlike the Projet, a small residential area andewsensitive receptors in
West Long Beachincluding the Century Villages at Cabrillo ariBethune Transitional Center
would experience significant impacts. No significant impacts would occur al6h@. |

The No Projetscenario would not result in any exceedances of the annusadtii@lard in 206
to 2066

Reduced Project As shown in Figure-30, theMEI for the hour federal standafd11.3ug/nr)

andthe geographical exterdf exceedances in 2046 and thereafter would be essentially the same
as in 2035. This wouladccur because the Reduced Projscenariowould reach maximum
capacity in 2035, meaning that throughput, and hence activity levels, would not increase in
subsequenyears. The same small residential area and sensitive receptors in West Long Beach
would experience significant impacts as in 2035

Similarly, the MElIfor the hour state standard in 2046 and theregfi&4.3 pug/m) and the area
of exceedance would clely resemble the situation in 2035 because activity l®@f¢le Reduced
Projectscenariovould closely resemble those in 2035 (Figut833. As in previous Benchmark
Years, no residential areas or sensitive receptors would experience significant melpéetsto

exceedances of thehburstatestandard

In 2046, for the first timaince 2016the annual standard would be exceeded just slightly above
the threshold (MEI = 57.6 pgfinFigure 334). However, the exceedance would be a single point
at the sath edge of the SCIG facility, and no residential areas or sensitive receptors would
experience significant impacts
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il  ® Maximum Ground Level Concentration
- -~ Exceeds NAAQS Standard of 188 ug/m?®
Proposed Facility
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© School Sensitive Receptor

FIGURE

Proposed Project 2016 1-Hour NO, Federal
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Southern California International Gateway Project
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DRAFTED BY. KAR/DCW I DATE: 6/26/2020 I 1690011204001

Figure 3-1:  Project and Reduced Project 2016 1-Hour NO, Federal Standard
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Figure 3-2:  Project and Reduced Project 2020 1-Hour NO; Federal Standard
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Figure 3-3:  Project and Reduced Project 2023 1-Hour NO; Federal Standard
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1
2 Figure 3-4:  Project 2030 1-Hour NO, Federal Standard
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